G- mar Exhibit *»o, 1; Iieb'ler; Jeevs Gamer’s affidavit l/'o/58 

Harold ‘vaisbcrg 

Earlier nsemoa cat! writing bring out tbat although Jes?e J , Garnor’e 
affidavit was doted a month after Ms v»ife’s deposition, ®xehow, in that depo- 
sition, when she is choxn the picture that ia Goroer Exhibit **©• 1 (from tho VWL 
film of hia lT;^-e/ld-63 operation), it is identified ea pert of tfaa affidavit 
of her husband. 

But th«t affidavit did not end for the wx ensuing month did not exist, 

^e therefore have Llebeler offering s witness os pert of the evidence what was not. 
In fact, part of it in any way, (He olso, without correction, all owad her lnoccurete 
testimony on where this picture was token to stand,) 

1 tovk this atrynge situation up with the archives, asking, smong other 
things, if tho filea showed an earlier of idvsit by Garner then the one published. 
The response sou In the negative, 

1 have nos obtained from the Archives these two things: the reverse aide 
of the picture, which has been cut to remove something unknown, for which I have 
written and aarked| end a letter drafter 4/ 20/64, by reeley Llebeler from J, Lee 
Rankin’ a signature, which wa3 than dated &oy 1, indicating thst Garner ted then 
agreed to an affidavit which Llebeler subseruent to hia wife’s testimony drafted 
for hia signature. It la unchanged, the way Llebeler, from this great distonee, 
drafted it, I aleo have e Xeroxed copy of the printed affidavit. 

Of course, this ia a strange procedury, one not sent cloned by »ny rule 
of ovijence of which 1 have hoard, one not at til necessary, certainly sk not 
what Llebeler teoehe as professor of low. It vs; in no sense neces-ary, for he 
could as reudily have offered it for toe record when he wo3 deposing lira. Gamer, 
as he did a month fora her huebend’e affidavit. This w«s not only proper; it wos 
eeeier, which aukes what he did do leea comprehensible. Then caring nothing about 
the Impossible record It left, he mode nox eflort to explain It in cither the 
record or the files, on top of all of this, he not only failed to identify the 
source, even the dote of tae picture, allowed tho error that ia so misleading to 
stand without correction, ana used a cropped version of the picture so that, sa 
published in the record, it ie ^impossible to identify the place or time it woa 
taken, which 1? not difficult in the unedited version. 

On the reverse side of the picture, however, there is typed the legend, 
’’Lee Harvey Oswald passing out circulars 8-16-63 in Kew Orleans", It is Secret 
Service Control 200, part of CD87, This reverse side end the letter are attached. 
Also enclosed la the report of which it ie part, a letter I have written the 
Archivist, another I hove writ ’■en the news directors of the hew Orleans TV stations, 
and a copy of the Archivists long-delayed letter to me. 


